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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am Wrltlng to VOlCe my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonailty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I will not pay more for devlces that ilmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Robert Patocka 
5580 Avenlda Florencla 
Yorbn Llnda, CA 92887 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 10:38:56 PM, 10111/03 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltpl televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptbn or DTV. 

A robust, competl(lve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jlm Hebert 
250 Paclflc Drlve 
Paradlse, CA 95969 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lnnovute for thelr 
Customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC losues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal televlolon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jules White 
PO Box 428 
Montrose, AL 36559 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chalrmin Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoprlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be mated In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonallty. 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jason Crlttenden 
1805 SE 6th ST 
East Wenatchee, WA 98802 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposlflon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mere money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Davld Radloff 
432 E 13th St, Apt 30 
New York, NY 10009 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am Wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos ta veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devbes that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgka televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Frledman 
15 Pergola 
Ilvlne, CA92612 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicetions Commission 
645 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wiitjng to voice my oppooition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcad flag" technology for digital television. A8 a consumer 
and cidzen, I feel umngly that ouch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonici m w t  be rooted in mpnufachers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will eneblc the otudios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. Thin will result in products thet don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bein6 
c h q e d  more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC iosucs a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be lei# likely to maLe an inveshcnt in DTV-cepablc receiver8 and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleeee do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thnnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Michael R e d  
930 South Dobson Rosd #39 
Mens. A2 85202 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h a n  Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sheet, NW 
Wanhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast fleg" technology for digital television. AB s conmuner 
and citizen, I feel nhongly thet such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for conwner electronics must be rooted in manufacturen' ability to innovate for their ouitomeru. AlloUring 
movie sNdiou to veto features of DN-reeeption equipment will enable the rtudio~ to tell technologists what new producb they can 
create. This will result in products that donT necessarily reflect what connumere !&e me actually wan¶, and it could renult in me b&g 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC isnues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aoNaUy be less k e l y  to meke nn investment in DTV-capnble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcwt flag 
technology for digital television. ThanL you for your time. 

sincerely, 

Richard McOowen 
1013 Belvedere Corut 
Felt Collins, CO 80525 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 10:56:05 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 - 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumei and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive marlcet for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-ieception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessatily reflect 
what consumers I i h  me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m a h  an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not man&& broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Giese 
42 Crown Ct 
Powder Springs, GA 30127 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl telwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpetitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Peter Kazmler 
2312 Archstone Ave 
Tewksbury, MA 01876 
USA 
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Chrlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngtan, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon or "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal teelwlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Tor Innovatlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market Tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manubcturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studloo to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloo to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for InTerlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Kevln Vldell 
3813 Troon PI. 
Modesto, CA 95357 
USA 



Page 1 of1 11 .IT256 PM, 10/11/03 54130- 

Chnlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrttlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology Tor dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghto. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon OT D N .  

A robust, compettthre market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlen equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest OT Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology Tor dlgital telwlslon. Thank you Tor your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Sanford Olson 
226 Randolph Dr Apt 1168 
Madlson, WI 53717 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

C h i m a n  Michiel IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f lac  technology for digtal 
telexision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable tbe studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers lik me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less l i k l y  to m a k  an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Bingham 
8625 Harrison Rd 
Lakeland, FL 33810 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlan to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adopnon of DTV. 

A robust, competitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functbnality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate,,I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Josh Medley 
4321 St. Domlnlc 
Salnt Ann, MO 63074 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-man ted adoption c "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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October 11,2003 

chairman Michael K. Powell 
Feded  Ccmmunications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
WplhIngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

i m vriting to vwce my oppolition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcaut A y '  technology far digital television. A# n conmuner 
and cilizen. 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovstion, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consuner eleckouici must be rooted in mmufnchuen' ability to inncvste for their customen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto fealures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell teohnologists what new productl they can 
create. ThL will result in productl thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen &e me schlaUy want and it could result in me being 
chargad more money for inferior functionallty. 

If the FCC ismes a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less liLeiy to m&e an investment in DTV-capsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my righto at the behest of Hollywood. Please dc not mandate broadcut flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Marilyn Dinger 
164 North 650 Eplt 
K a y d e ,  W 84037 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlehael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate;l would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Chrlstopher Kaln 
340 E. Foothlll Blvd. 
Claremont, CA 91711 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 11:17:10 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flas technolosv for disital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that &ch a poiicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Patterson 
309 E Old Orchard Drive 
Mount Pleasant, IA 52641 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Larry Granell 
1155-26 st. 
Moline, IL 61265 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chainnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m d t i n g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. All a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mumt be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovste for their customers. f l o w i n g  
movie sludios to veto festures of DN-reception equipment will enable the sludiom to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. ?hie will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen lite me scludy want and it could result in me being 
charged more money for h f d m  functionality. 

If the FCC issues s brosdcait flsg mandste, I would acluaUy be less liLely to m&e an investment in DTV-capable receivcn and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices thst h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsrt flsg 
technology for digid television. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Cesar Barria 
1953 Huntington H d  CT 
Atlanta, OA 30338 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrmin Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnshlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon. AS a 
Consumer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competklve market (or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reilect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

James taruoo 
415 State 
Roswell, GA 30075 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h n n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal CommuniceCiom Commission 
445 12th Streef NW 
Weshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcsst flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citiren. I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer right& nnd the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufncturen' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios tc veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologists what new products they C M  

creete. This will result in products thst don't necessarily reflect what ccnsumen m e  me actually wnnt, nnd it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior h c t i o n d t y .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less lkely to maLe M investment in DTV-capeble receiven and cther 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights st  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

James Beer 
206 E 30th St # 5 
Keamey, NE 68847 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flac technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive markct for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his  will result in products h a t  don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Pnnzi 
471 Glen O a k  Drive 
Apartment # lb  
Muskegon, MI 49442 
USA 
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October I i, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 lZthStreet,NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I am miting to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated sdaptian of "braadoast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust competitive market for conoumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for the& customem. ~UoWing 
movie shldios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whst new produeb they can 
create. This will result in products that don't neceesdy reflect whst consumers &e me achldy want, and it could result in me being 
chnrged more money for inferior hctionali ty 

lfthe FCC iseuei E broadcast flag mnndste, I would sctudy be lesi &ely to m&e rn inveshnent in DN-capable reeeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r@ts st the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcslt flag 
technology for digital television. i%hanL you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Michael S M a s  
2318 W. Wilson 
Chicago, IL 60625 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you lor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Thomas Dtmars 
151 Blenhelm Dr 
Easton, PA 18045 
USA 


